DCFS improper investigation measures 


11-19-15 

DCFS Investigation 2188898B 


DCFS had no right to spur this investigation based solely on the report of an outside party in regard to what the mother told 
her, that she was concerned about her minor child. The mother only asked this witness to play a part in the process due to 
prior, mom not being believed solely on her word alone, by DCFS personnel, which was unjust and inappropriate of them. 

How can they just not believe a parent, for some reason without evidence to back why she should not be believed, or just be 
speculation alone. 

This report reflects that the child was in danger due to real threat of harm from inappropriate care of father. 

It would be unreasonable for mom to allow these visits to continue uninterrupted without effort made to protect child from 
harm that was appearing before multiple witnesses other than mom, which said witnesses were reporting this to police, or 
DCFS, etc. 

If mom allowed this, she would be just as bad as the abuse itself. 

DCFS showed no regard for the minor child, her wellbeing or best interest. 

All the things listed in the first half of this report are hearsay statements formed by a person mom talked to, relayed to 
whoever she called and reported to, then whoever they reported to, if not the same person, and whoever documented the 
report. 

Then later, the minor child showed abuse signs consistent with sexual abuse according to their government website in front of 
a person, without the mom present, which was brought to mom's attention I her homme. This person was Gordon Pearson, a 
person who lived nearby, helped with things around the house, so mom can help care for minor child. 

He appeared frightened by the signs of the child's display of abuse signs as with his experience raising children, eh has never 
seen anything like the abuse signs, he told me that Madeline was displaying. This proved that I am not the only person 
concerned about her, or seeing the signs she is said to display which match that of abuse. 

Here is a corroborating witness to the child display of said sexual abuse signs, all of which essentially went ignored by DCFS 
personnel. 

There were no supplemental in-home visits, no counseling set up with her, no CAC investigation or further proper 
interviewing done with her. No effort to establish rapport with the child was ever made by DCFS personnel. 

Consistent counseling with the minor child where they could see her on a regular basis would have fared more helpful then 
believing or not believing witness or corroborating witness or mothers testimony. 

This matter was said to have gone uninvestigated thoroughly by local police or DCFS personnel. 
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